IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
3?^^A.<**S$nt: V. P.Foxetal. Art Unit: 3629 

Serial No.: 09/409,831 Docket No.: EN999063 

Filing Date: 09/30/1999 Examiner: Borissov, Igor N 

Title: INVOICE PROCESSING SYSTEM 



♦ 



Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



RECEIVED 

FEB - 6 2004 

GROUP 3600 



SUBMISSION OF COPIES OF PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED REQUEST FOR 
CONTINUED EXAMINATION, PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT 
AND RESPONSE TO OFFICE ACTION OF OCTOBER 6, 2003 



Sir: 



This paper is being filed in response to the Examiner's request (by telephone on January 26, 2004) 
to send him copies of Applicants' previously filed Request for Continued Examination, Preliminary 
Amendment, and AppUcants' January 6, 2004 Response to the Office Action of October 6, 2003. 
Applicants also respectfully enclose herewith copies of the Examiner's Advisory Action mailed on July 
29, 2003, and his Non-Final Office Action mailed on October 6, 2003. AppUcants further respectfully 
submit herewith the Examiner's Non-Final Office Action mailed December 23, 2003, which they believe 
to be a duplicate Office Action of the Examiner's previously mailed Office Action dated October 6, 2003. 
Applicants respectfully state that their January 6, 2004 response addresses the Examiner's arguments 
Usted in the duphcate Office Action mailed December 23, 2003. 

During the telephone discussion of January 26, 2004, the Examiner requested that the AppHcants 
mail to him a copy of their Preliminary Amendment which was filed with the Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) on August 11, 2003, because the records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office do 
not reflect receipt of said document. 
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Applicants further respectfully state that they have previously faxed copies of the missing RCE 
and Preliminary Amendment to the Examiner on September 9, 2003 (copy attached). Applicants have 
also enclosed copies of file-stamped acknowledgement of receipt postcards received from the USPTO in 
response to their submission of said RCE and Preliminary Amendment on August 11, 2003 and Non-Final 
Amendment submitted on January 6, 2004. 

Applicants hope that by submission of the attached previously received and submitted documents 
that the Examiner will have sufficient documentation to determine that his Non-Final Office Action 
mailed on December 23, 2003 is a duplicate document, and that he will withdraw said Office Action from 
response requirement. 

CONCLUSION 

Should the Examiner require any further clarification, the Examiner is invited to contact 

\ 

Applicants' undersigned representative at the number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No.: 42,456 

Date: January 27, 2004 

Hoffinan, Wamick & D' Alessandro LLC 
Three E-Comm Square 
Albany, New York 12207 
(518) 449-0044 
(518) 449-0047 (fax) 
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HOFFMAN, WARNICK & D'ALESSANDRC^lC 

Intellectual Property Law 
www.hwdpatents.com 



JAN 2 9 2004 S 



Michael F. 
Spencer K.. Waniic 
Ronald A. D'Alessandro 



FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 



FOR: PTO Group Art Unit 3629 

Examiner: IGOR N. BORISSOV 

FROM: Ronald A. D'Alessandro - Reg. No. 42,456 

DATE: 9/9/2003 

NUMBER OF PAGES TO FOLLOW: - 15 - 

DESTINATION FACSIMILE NUMBER: 703-746-8493 

NOTE: Serial No.: 09/409,831 

Filing Date: 09/30/1999 

Docket No.: EN999063 

Examiner: BORISSOV, IGOR N. 

Our File: IBME-0075 

As requested, attached is a copy of the date-stamped postcard, RCE, Petition for 
Extension of Time, and Preliminary Amendment (in 12 pgs.) to replace the papers 
that are lost. 
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NOTE: The information contained in or attached to this facsimile is attorney's PRIVILEGED AND 
CONFIDENTIAL information intended only for the person or entity named above. If you are not 
the intended recipient or someone responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, please be 
aware that any copying or dissemination of this communication is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If 
you receive this communication in error, please notify us at the telephone number listed above. 
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FOR: PTO Gronp Art Unit 3629 

fixaminer: IGOR N. BORISSOV 

FROM: Ronald A. O^Alessandro - Reg. No. 42,456 

DATE: 9/9/2003 

NUMBER OF PAG£S TO FOLLOW: -15- 

DESTINATION FACSIMILE NUMBER: 703-746-8493 

NOTE: Serial No.: 09/409^1 

riling Date: 09/30/1999 

Docket No.: EN999063 

Examiner; BORISSOV, IGOR N. 

OnrFUe: IBME-0075 

As requested, attached is a copy of the date-stamped postcard, RCE, Petition for 
Extension of Time, and Preliminary Amendment (in 12 pgs.) to replace the papers 
that are lost 
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the intended recipient or someone icfiponiiblc for delivering it to the intended redpient, please be 
aware that any copying or dissemination of this communication is STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If 
you receive this communication in error, please notify u« at the telephone nuiribcr listed above. 
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(to be used for all correspondence after initial filing) 



\^ Total Number of Pages in This Submission 



Application Number 



Filing Date 



First Nanned Inventor 



Art Unit 



Examiner Name 



Attorney Docket Number 



09/409,831 



09/30/1999 



VP. Fox et al. 



BECEIVCD 



3629 



FEB - 6 Z004 



Borissov, Igor N. 



EN999063 



GROUP 3600 



ENCLOSURES [Check all that apply) 



□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 
□ 

□ 
□ 



Fee Transmittal Fonm 

Fee Attached 
Amendment/Reply 

□ After Final 

□ Affidavits/declaration{s) 
Extension of Time Request 
Express Abandonment Request 
Information Disclosure Statement 

Certified Copy of Priority 
Documentfs) 

Response to Missing Parts/ 
Incomplete Application 



□ 



Response to Missing Parts 
under 37 CFR 1.52 or 1.53 



□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

n 
□ 
n 
□ 



Drawing(s) 

Licensing-related Papers 
Petition 

Petition to Convert to a 
Provisional Application 
Power of Attorney, Revocation 
Change of Correspondence Address 

Terminal Disclaimer 
Request for Refund 
CD, Number of CD(s) 



□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 
□ 

See 



After Allowance communication 
to Technology Center (TC) 

Appeal Communication to Board 
of Appeals and Interferences 
Appeal Communication to TC 
(Appeal Notice, Brief, Reply Brief) 

Proprietary Information 
Status Letter 

Other Enclosure(s) (please 
Identify below): 

'Remarks" below. 



Remarks | 

SUBMISSION OF COPIES OF PREVIOUSLY SUBMITTED REQUEST FOR 
CONTINUED EXAMINATION. PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE 
TO OFFICE ACTION OF OCTOBER 6. 2003 (with attached copies of documents 
as stated therein); return postcard. 



SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT, ATTORNEY, OR AGENT 



Firm 
or 

Individual name 



HOFFMAN, WARNICK & D'ALESSANDRO LLC, Customer No. 23550 
Ronald A. D'Alessandro, Reg. No. 42,456 



Signature 



Date 



January 27, 2004 



1 hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile transmitted to the USPTO or deposited with the United States Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on 
the date shown below. 


Typed or printed name 


Beverly Kehoe Shea 


^g nature ^ 




Date 


January 27, 2004 ^ 



This collection of information is required by 37 CFte I.S.Yhe information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to 
process) an application. Confidentiality is governedby-36 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to 12 minutes to complete, including 
gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the 
amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS 
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 



If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 
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r iJlH 1 9 ^1 TRANSMITTAL LETTER 
,^ (General -Patent Pending) 


Docket No. 
EN999063 


lnff!g^[ay@^Pn Of: Fox et aL 




Serial No. 
09/409,831 


Filing Date 
9/30/1999 


Examiner 
Borissov, I. 


Group Art Unit 
3629 



Title: INVOICE PROCESSING SYSTEM 



TO THE DIRECTOR OF THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE: 



Transmitted herewith is: Non-Fee Amendment in 18 pages 

1 Return Receipt Postcard 




in the above identified application. 



RECEIVE! 

FEB - 6 2004 

GROUP 3600 




0)/s 



la No additional fee is required. 

□ A check in the amount of is attached. 

The Director is hereby authorized to charge and credit Deposit Account No. 
as described below. 

□ Charge the amount of 

El Credit any overpayment. 

(2 Charge any additional fee required. 



09-0457(IBM) 




Dated : January 6, 2004 



Ronald A. D*Alessandro 
Reg. No. 42,456 

Hoffman, Wamick & D' Aiessandro LLC 
Three E-Comm Square 
Albany, New York 12207 
(518) 449-0044 



cc: 



I certify that this document and fee is being deposited 
on 1/6/2004 with the U.S. Postal Seni'ice as 

first class mail under 37 C.F.R. 1.8 and is addressed to the 
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Bp?c 1450, Alexandria, VA a2313-U5D. 





Signature ofPersoh^aUing Correspondence 

Beverly Kehoe Shea 
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GROUP 3600 
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Miscellaneous 
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Date of Office Action (if any): <rVc>jt^ ^ . ^LO^"^ 



Received in the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office on the date stamped hereon via 
63 1*' Class Mail ^ Express Mail Certificate No. 



Docket # WOW^ Serial # ^\y\^^,^^\ 



Fatent # 



Examine7 "&:>t^^SSC>t^^ ^ 



Applicant ^ ^^r\ , 

Title — \_tf\>4Q\,o V^r 



lAAmendi 



in Hiiplirntp 

ment in \^ pgs. 



Filed J 
Issued _ 
Art Unit 
Attorney 



Month Extension of Time in duplicate 



* n $ check for Amendment 

n Recordation Form Cover Sheet 

n Assignment in pgs. 

n $ check for Assignment 

□ Transmittal of Formal Drawings 
n pgs. of Drawings 

□ Submission of Proposed Drawing 
Amendment for Approval by Examiner 



n Issue Fee Transmittal 

□ $ . check for Issue Fee plus _ 



copies 



n Transmittal of Information Disclosure Statement 

Q Information Disclosure Citation with References 

n Request for Corrected Filing Receipt 
n Original Filing Receipt with changes noted in red 
□ Request for Corrected Notice of Recordation 
n Original Notice of Recordation wiihrCSaiSSr^ted in red 
n Fee Address Indication Form 




□ 
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BECEIVE 

FEB - 6 2004 

GROUP 3600 





UTILITY/BteSteH' PATENT 
Miscellaneous 



Mailing Date: 
Date of Office ActiotHif any): 



Repeived in the U.S. Patent & Trademark Office on the date stamped hereon via 
H 1" Class Mail □ Express Mail Certificate No. - 

Docket # 
Patent # 
Examiner 
Applicant 




Filed _$/50Xmi 



Issued 



Art Unit 



Title XrWl Oi CA 



Attorney iftOyQ 



*3y»Jransmittal m du p licate 
Amendment in 

□ $ 

n Recordation Form Cover Sheet 



check for Amendment 



Month Ext^ion of Time in duplicate 
l^ittar 

check for Issue Fee plus copies 



n Assignment in ^ 

n $ 



.Pgs. 



check for Assignment 



n Transmittal of Formal Drawings 

n pgs. of Drawings 

n Submission of Proposed Drawing 
Amendment for Approval by Examiner 



n Transmittal of Information Disclosure Statement 

n Information Disclosure Citation with References 

n Request for Corrected Filing Receipt 

n Original Filing Receipt with changes noted in red 

n Request for Corrected Notice of Recordation 

n Original Notice of Recordation with changes noted in red 

n Fee Address Indication Form 



□ 
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AND Tr \DEMARK OfTlCE 



07/:»/20O3 



IBM CORPORATION DEPT 
N50BLDG404 
1701 NORTH STREET 
ENDICOTT.NV 13760 



VINCENT P. FOX 



UNID^ STATES DEPARTMENT OK COMMERCE 
Cnit«d States Patent and IVadduavk 0£Koo 
Aihm:COhSmmOtiSa. FOR PATENTS 

Aleasdm^VdS^ 22}13>U30 



? ;RST NAMEO tNVENTOR | ATTORNEY rXKKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO, "| 



EN999063 



5935 



EXAMINER 



BORI$SOV,IGORN 



ART UNIT 



PAP^ NUMBER 



OATB MAILED: 07/29/2003 



Please find below and/or attached an Office c< mmunication concerning this application or proceeding. 



RECEfVED 

FEB - 6 2004 

SROUP 3600 
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PTO-90C (Rev. 07-01) 
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JAN 2 9 2004 ^^dvisory Action 



I Application No. 

09/409,$$1 



Examiner 

Igor Borissov 



APP'icant(s) 
FOX ETAL. 



Art Unit 

3629 



ZpADgj w MA/UNG DATE of this itammunlcation i^ppears on the cover sheot with th^ correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 11 July 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant Is required t o avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either^ (1) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Ap .)eal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance wth 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOP ■ REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) [Zl l^e period for reply expires 03 months from the mailit g date of the final rejection. 

b) Q The period for reply expires on; (1) the rDarting d^te of pis Advisory Action, or (2) ihe daie set forth in the final flection, whichever is later. In 

no event, however, will the statutCMfy period for reply est.oire later than Six IVIONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

ONLY CHECK THIS BOX WHEN THE FIRST REPLY VVAS FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(f). 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). TTie date on w/hich the petition under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) and the appropriate extension 
fod have been filed is the date for purposes of detemiining the pe =od of extension and the comesponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension 
fee under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration da,:^ of the shortened statutory period for reply oHglnaffy set in the final Office action; or 
(2) as set forth In (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by tht - Office later than three nrtonths after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustmenL See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 

1 .□ A Notice of ^peal was filed on . Appell; :nt's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1 .192(e), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 .191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2.D The proposed amendment(s) will not be enterc d because: 

(a) □ they raise new Issues that would require f irther consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see N<:te below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the applicatpn in better fomi for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) n they present additional claims without cai celing a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following r ;;jection(s): . 

4X3 Newly proposed or amended ciaim(s) w 5uld be allowable If submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-altowabte claim(s). 

5. KI The a)n affidavit, bjD exhibit, or c)I3 reques ; for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance becaus€ : See Conttnuation Sheet 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered ibecause it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. n For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendr:ient(s) a)13 will not be entered or b)U will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended clairris would be rejected is provided below or appended- 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as folk ws: i^^O ! 

Ciaim(s) allowed: ^. 



Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-4 and 6-9 . 
Claim($) withdrawn from consideration: . 



FEB - 6 2004 



8-D The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

90 Note the attached Information Disclosure Stat :ment(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10a Other: \ _ ^ 



g.S. Patent and TrademefK Office 
PTO-303(Rev. 04-01) 



Advisory Action 



Part of Paper Mo. 9 




Continuation Sheet (PTO-303) 



■•I 




Application No. 09/409,831 



Continudtion of 5. does NOT place the application in conditior for allowdnce because: in response to applicants argument regarding the 
publication dates of the published references: " Paying a CSO^and **Stocked Merchandise" examiner points out that as evidenced by 
printout from in^nnet Archive Waybackmachine, both referenc>$s were available to the public on July 01 , 1998. Examiner used the revidion 
date as a dete sufficient to predate the applicant's invention. Tie further evidence is given by the Intemet Archive Wayeckmachine that 
these references were also available on even earUe dates: March 29, 1997 and June 26. 1997. Applicant's argument that sited by the 
examiner references do not teach the invention was already ful^y addressed in the Final action. 
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r>. JyOffice Action Summary 



Application No. ^ 


Applicant(s) 


09/409.831 


FOXETAL 


Examiner 


Art Unit 




Igor Borissov 


3629 





Q 30 



8 



rn 



o Q 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 03 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication, 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I )^ Responsive to communiGation(s) filed on 17 September 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final, 

3) n Since this applicatipn is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 70-29 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 10-29 is/are rejected. 

/)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. ^3 ^ ^'O tnn 

8) n Ciaim{s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. O 
10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or 5)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

I I )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f), 

a)nAll b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Infomnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Infomnation Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. 13 
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Art Unit: 3629 
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DETAILED ACTION 



GROUP 3600 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S-C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 20-23 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly clainn the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 20-23, they are confusing because claims 20-23 appear to 
describe method steps while reffer to a system. 

As per claim 28, it is confusing because claim 28 appears to describe a computer 
executable process while reffer to a computer program product. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 10-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moriyama (U. S. 4,851,999) in view of publication "Three Way Match 
Requirement for All Procurement Component Payment" by Minnesota 
Departments of Finance and Administration. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: 09/409,831 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3629 

Moriyama teaches general-purpose management method and system, 
comprising: 

As per claims 1 0, 1 4, 1 5, 21 , 24 and 27, 

providing one or more unmatched invoices (column 3, lines 30-51); 
periodically inquiring to determine if a new goods received receipt (GRA) is 
present (column 3, lines 40-47); 

performing logical operations (column 3, lines 40-47). 
Moriyama does not specifically teach that the logical operations include 
performing a logical three-way match between each invoices, goods received receipts 
and purchase orders. 

The publication 'Three Way Match Requirement for All Procurement Component 
Payment" by Minnesota Departments of Finance and Administration, which appears to 
be published on June 29, 1995 (hereafter referred as Three Way Match Requirement"), 
teaches the three way match process comprising a logical three-way match between 
each invoice, one or more goods received receipts, and one or more purchase orders, 
and wherein said logical three-way match is performed by comparing a GRR number on 
each said invoice with a GRR number on said one or more GRR, a unit price on said 
one or more GRR with a unit price on each said invoice, and a quantity on each said 
invoice with a quantity on said one or more GRR, and wherein an equal comparison of 
either said GRR number, or said unit price, or said quantity shall constitute said match 
was found, including generating logical results of said three-way match (See entire 
reference). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Moriyama by adding the three way match process 
capability, because it would increase the efficiency of the system by allowing to process 
all procurement component payments regardless what was received first: the packing 
slip or invoice. 

Also, Moriyama teaches: 

As per claims 12, 16, 22, 25 and 28, said method and system, comprising 
transferring a matched invoice and the logical result to the database (column 3, lines 
40-47), 

As per claims 13, 20, 23. 26 and 29, said method and system, comprising storing 
purchase orders in the database (column 3, lines 42-51). 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement 

As per claim 1 1 , Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement " teach all the 
limitations of claim 1 1 , except for removing an unmatched invoice after a predetermined 
period of time. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice at the time the invention* 
was made to modify Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement " to include 
removing an unmatched invoice after a predetermined period of time, because it 
appears that the claimed features do not distinguish the invention over similar features 
in the prior art, and the teachings of Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement" 
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would perform the invention as claimed by the applicant either with or without removing 
the unmatched invoices. 

Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement " in view of Call (U. S. 
5,913,210). 

As per claims 17 and 18, Moriyama and 'Three Way Match Requirement " teach 
all the limitations of claims 17 and 18, except that said entry means are provided via 
EDI 850. 

Call teaches a method and apparatus for disseminating product information via 
Internet comprising a mechanism for exchanging business documents in standard 
format between computers, such as Electronic Data Interchange (EDI). For example, 
EDI 850 purchase order transaction can be implemented (column 12, lines 1-16). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement " by 
including means for electronic entry via EDI 850, because it would decrease processing 
time per order and, thereby, decrease cost to operate the system. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement " in view of Remington et al. (U. S. 
6,070,150). 

As per claim 19, Moriyama and 'Three Way Match Requirement " teach all the 
limitations of claim 19, except that said database tool is SAP. 
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Remington et al. teach electronic bill presentment and payment system 
employing SAP as bill analysis and business accounting software (column 13, lines 60- 
67; column 14, line 1). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Moriyama and "Three Way Match Requirement " by 
adding SAP as database tool because it would decrease processing time per order as 
well as increase the adaptability and reliability of said system. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure (see form PTO-892). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Igor Borissov at 
telephone number (703) 305-4649. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 
872-9306. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
Supervisor, John Weiss, can be reached at (703) 308- 2702. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Conclusion 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarl^s 



Washington D.C. 20231 



or faxed to: 
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(703) 872-9306 [Official communications; including After Final 

communications labeled "Box AF"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, 7"^ floor receptionist. 



JOHN G. WEISS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 20-23 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 20-23, they are confusing because claims 20-23 appear to 
describe method steps while reffer to a system. 

As per claim 28, it is confusing because claim 28 appears to describe a 
computer executable process while reffer to a computer program product. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 10-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moriyama (U. S. 4,851,999) in view of publication Three 
Way Match Requirement for All Procurement Component Payment by 
Minnesota Departments of Finance and Administration. 
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Moriyama teaches general-purpose management method and system, 
comprising: 

As per claims 10, 14, 15, 21, 24 and 27, 

providing one or more unmatched invoices (column 3, lines 30-51); 

periodically inquiring to determine if a new goods received receipt (GRA) 
is present (column 3, lines 40-47); 

performing logical operations (column 3, lines 40-47). 

Moriyama does not specifically teach that the logical operations include 
performing a logical three-way match between each invoices, goods received 
receipts and purchase orders. 

The publication Three Way Match Requirement for All Procurement 
Component Payment by Minnesota Departments of Finance and Administration, 
which appears to be published on June 29, 1995 (hereafter referred as Three 
Way Match Requirement), teaches the three way match process comprising a 
logical three-way match between each invoice, one or more goods received 
receipts, and one or more purchase orders, and wherein said logical three-way 
match is peri'ormed by comparing a GRR number on each said invoice with a 
GRR number on said one or more GRR, a unit price on said one or more GRR 
with a unit price on each said invoice, and a quantity on each said invoice with a 
quantity on said one or more GRR, and wherein an equal comparison of either 
said GRR number, or said unit price, or said quantity shall constitute said match 
was found, including generating logical results of said three-way match (See 
entire reference). 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Moriyama by adding the three way match 
process capability, because it would increase the efficiency of the system by 
allowing to process all procurement component payments regardless what was 
received first: the packing slip or invoice. 

Also, Moriyama teaches: 

As per claims 12, 16, 22, 25 and 28, said method and system, 
comprising transferring a matched invoice and the logical result to the database 
(column 3, lines 40-47). 

As per claims 13, 20, 23, 26 and 29, said method and system, 
comprising storing purchase orders in the database (column 3, lines 42-51). 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement . 

As per claim 11, Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement teach all 
the limitations of claim 1 1 , except for removing an unmatched invoice after a 
predetermined period of time. 

It would have been an obvious matter of design choice at the time the 
invention was made to modify Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement to 
include removing an unmatched invoice after a predetermined period of time, 
because it appears that the claimed features do not distinguish the invention over 
similar features in the prior art, and the teachings of Moriyama and Three Way 
Match Requirement would perform the invention as claimed by the applicant 
either with or without removing the unmatched invoices. 
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Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement in view of 
Call (U.S. 5,913,210). 

As per claims 17 and 18, Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement 
teach all the limitations of claims 17 and 18, except that said entry means are 
provided via EDI 850. 

Call teaches a method and apparatus for disseminating product 
information via Internet comprising a mechanism for exchanging business 
documents in standard format between computers, such as Electronic Data 
Interchange (EDI). For example, 

EDI 850 purchase order transaction can be implemented (column 12, lines 1-16). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill |h the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Moriyama and Three Way Match 
Requirement by including means for electronic entry via EDI 850, because it 
would decrease processing time per order and, thereby, decrease cost to 
operate the system. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement in view of Remington et 
al. (U. S. 6,070,150). 

As per claim 19, Moriyama and Three Way Match Requirement teach all 
the limitations of claim 19, except that said database tool is SAP. 
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Remington et al. teach electronic bill presentment and payment system 
employing SAP as bill analysis and business accounting software (column 13, 
lines 60-67; column 14, line 1). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Moriyama and Three Way Match 
Requirement by adding SAP as database tool, because it would decrease 
processing time per order as well as increase the adaptability and reliability of 
said system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Igor 
Borissov at telephone number (703) 305-4649. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the Receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 872-9306. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's Supervisor, John Weiss, can be reached at (703) 308- 2702. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarl(s 
Wasiiington D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 [Official communications; including After Final 
communications labeled "Box AF'T 
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Hand delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 5, 2451 
Crystal Drive, Arlington. VA, 7^ floor receptionist. 



JOHN G. WBSS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 3600 
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